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Private and public agencies do not have the fl'. 
uaneial resources or necessary authority to provide 
the loans to private property owners in areas or 
regions which the GowrnQr has declared to be ill a 
~tate of disaster which arc necessary to finance the 
r('pair, n'storatioll, 01 rt'placement of property 
which hlls been damaged or destroyed as a result of 
the eOllditioll which caused the Gowrnor to declare 
filleh areas o'r re)!iolls to be in a state of disaster. 
Th(' hnman misery and suttering of larl!c numbers 
of tl,e inhabitants of such Ut'RS or regiol1:S which 
r"snlts frQm the destruction of private property 
",hii'll providetl them with shelter 01' a means of 
Ii vdihood cRnllot, therefore, be alleviated within 
a r(>asollable time, which cauS('s all ilH'rease in death 
811\1 disease and welfare costs in such areas and 
regions lind disrupts or lIE'rionsly impair~ the 
eC(llIom,V of not .~llly suth areal! or regions, but also 
the ('cOllomy of the entire state. 
'I'he,loaning of state funds to Illlal1<=~ t1i~rt'palr, 
restoration, or feplac('ment of pri"at ... prop~rty 
whidl has b(>en c1amal!pd or destroyed 118 a re~ult of 
tl[(' condition whit'h caused the (1O\'ernor to declare 
ar('a" (11' r~)!ions to b(' in a state of disa~ter would 
prr's('r\'~ lIud protN·t the tax basp of state and loral 
8g'('llei("S in sueh ar~m; or regions, Rlleviatt:' hlllnan 
lUis!'r.\' lind suffering of large numbers of Califor· 
nianR, red lice th,' incidence of death and dis(>ase, 
)lr"\'E'lIt ill('r(>a~es in welfare costs. and prevent the 
disruption or Reri(ll1R impairnwnt of the economy of 
lIot (1111." SlIch areas or re!(iOIlR. but also the e"onomy 
of till.' I'llti,re ~;tat!". 
I ur)!e all ClIliforl\ian.~ to '\"ott' Yes on Proposi. 
ti(lII~ 
CARTJ rl. CIIRISTEXSBX, .1r. 
Stat.e S"nnto\', Humboldt 'Count,. 
(XO\Y .Judge, Superior Court) 
Et'GEXE G. XISRET 
!'ltllte St"llator 
San Bernardino CO\1llt~· 
Argument Against Proposition No. 10 
A "No" vote is respectfully urged in eonnectio 
with Senate Constitut.ional Amendment No.8. This 
amendment to the Constitution would allow the 
fJ!'gislature to make a gift of public flmds ill the 
fonn of interest free loans or to actually pay the/ 
interest on loans extended by "others" to finance 
the repair, restoration or replacement of priYat(' 
property damaged or c1!'stroyed in all area declared 
to be in a state of disaster. Once the Legislature 
enact,.d snch a law, the GO\'el'llor would administer 
the law. . ' 
In the past it l1as been completel~' practical fo\" 
the Legislature to enaet spec-ifie legislation giving 
fil1Rllda! assistance for the repair, restoration 01' 
repla('ement of pnhli,' property damaged or de. 
,troYN1 in an area ,,'hieh the GOYernor has decbrecl 
to be in a state of disaster. Our present prlleti~e 
has !'nllbl{'d the Legislature to r!,yiew th,. extent 
and thl' amonnt of damage, usually at II time when 
tbe d~lllal!" tall be ascertained with far 11101'(' 
,·(·rtainty than the estimates whieh are giYen at the 
time of t1w disaster. Settinl! up a permanent pro. 
yisioll ill til(> law throngh this Constitutional 
Anlf>ndment ~ol1ld Yel'\" \wi! l~ad to a much looser 
prot'~<l\lre, illl'lndilll! it politieally milHled Gover. 
Uo\' ,1""11l1'illg an ar~a to b(' a tli~aster area when ill 
fat! it was 1I0t. 
.In additioll, this proposNl amm(lm~lIt opens th(! 
,1001' ffir larl!(' seale t'xprll(1itnr~s of public funds 
IWWI' b!'forr au(horiz('d (0 repair priYate prop"rty. 
~\leh privat~ pr'o'P{'rty can and should be protect," 
b~' insurance. 
CTJARK TJ. BRADLEl 
State Senator 
Santa Clara COllnty 
CHARLES WARRB~ 
Member of tht Assembly, 
56th District, 
California L~gis)atltr(' 
BOXING AND WRESTLING CONTESTS. Amendment of Initiative. Sub. :711---11 mitted by Legislature. Provides Legislature may amend, revise, or supplement boxing and wrestling initiative act of November 4, 192!. 
(For Full Text of Measure, See Page 34, Part U) 
General Analysis 'by the Legisla.tive Counsel 
A "Yes" vote Oil this act is a vote to cOlltinue 
and expand the authority of the Legislature to 
amend, revise, or supplement the boxing and 
wrestling initiative act, if Proposition l·a is ap-
proved, 
A "No" vote is a vote to terminate the authority 
of the Legislature to alU!"lld, rt'vise, or Suppl"lUellt 
the boxing and wrestling initiative act, if Proposi. 
tion 1-11 is approved. 
For further details see belo~. 
Detailed Anal,.1is 'b1 the Lecislative Counsel 
Generally, when the Legislature proposes an 
anlendm"nt to an initiative act which has been 
adopted by the voters, the amenllment .mnst also 
be approved by the voters unless such amendment 
without ·voter approval is authorized in the Con· 
atitution or in the initiative act itself. 
Sl'ctiOll 25.7 of Artide IV of th~ ::ltate Con8titll· 
tion now sp<.'eifically authorizes the Legislatur!" to 
alllt'nd, rt'yi"t, or .. upplt'llIellt the initiatiye IIct 
which rt'guilltes boxing Bnd wrestling in thi~ state, 
bnt dt'nies the L('gisl~hlrt' pow('r to prohibit wres· 
tling and 12·round boxing contests. However, the 
p1'op08e(1 1,t'yision of portions of tht' Constitution. 
(PropoRitioll l·a at this el .. ctioll) would delete that 
lIuthorization and prohibition from the Constitu-
tion. This act would vest to the Legislature unre· 
stricted authority to amend, revise, or supplement 
the initiative act regulating boxing and wrestling 
by adding this authorization to the initiative act 
itself. It would become operative if the people 
adopt Proposition I-a. 
If PropO$ition l·a and this act !Ire both approye<l 
by the voters, the Legislature will retam its po ' 
tll so )ulldify the boxing and wrestling initiative 
with the 8uthttrization to do so included as a p~. 0 
of the initiative measure iustead of the Constitllo 
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tion. n, on the other hand, Propo~itjon loa is 
'proved bnt this aet is defeated, the authority 
the Legislature to so modify the boxing and 
wrestling initiative aet will be terminated. 
Argument in Favor of Proposition No. 11 
Proposition 11 amends an initiativ(; act of 1924 
dealing with boxing and wrestling. 
It is a noncontroversial measure lind 'from 8 
practical standpoint makes no significant or ma-
terial change affecting boxing or wrestling in this 
state. The State Athletic Commission charged with 
regnlation of boxing and wrestling agrees with 
this conclusion. 
The measure is teclmieal and deals with the 
intricacies of the relatiomhips of state constitu-
tion, initiative acts and statutes adopted by the 
Legis lature. For this reason, it may be difficult to 
understand, hut it ,honld he emphasized again 
that its effect is purely techni(~al and not sub-
stantiye. 
An initiative act such as the act of ]0:.!4 Wllidl 
this would amend, can be amended only by the 
people at an election nnless the people permit the 
Legislature to amend snch an aet. 'rhe people ,lid 
permit the I,egislature to anwnd tlw boxing and 
w1','stling initiative of 1924 and illl·lH']lora.ted a 
provision in the Constitution extell(ling that per-
mission. 
In the revision of the Constitution, indn,ling the 
shortening of that docunH'nt, whieh \\'o"ld bp ae-
compHshed under Proposition lA on this same 
ballot, all 9£ the provisions relating to boxing and 
wrestling are removed from the Constitution on 
the basis that it is not appropriate that they ap-
pear in the state's basic governing doenm"nt. 
Thus the permission which the people gave .for 
legislative amendment of the boxing and wres-
tling initiative would be repealed and it is neces-
sary to extend that permission in the initiative act 
itself (rather than ~n the Constitution). That is 
what this proposition will do. 
In the last analysis, the people do not surrendf'r 
control since the initiative and referendum whidl 
have been used on the question of boxing and 
wrestling before can always be used by the people 
if there were abuse, but the regulation of these 
sports is such that action by the Legi8latur~ whi"h 
can be accomplished more quickly, more cheapl)" 
and more easily should be available and this prop_ 
osition would only continue the policy previously 
approved by the people in the Constitution. 
'I'here has been no opposition expressed to the 
measure. 
Vote YES on Proposition 11. 
LUTHER E. GIBSON 
State Senator for 
Solano County 
JAMES R. MII,H:j 
Member of the Legislatnr(l 
79th Assembly DLtrid 
COUNTY ASSESSMENT APPEALS BOARDS. Legislative Constitutional 
n Amendment. Authorizes any eounty to create assessment appeals 
~ board to act as board of eqnalization of taxable property in the county. 
YES 
NO 
(For Full Text of Measure, See Page 35, Part II) 
General Analysis by the Legislative Counsel 
A "Yes" vote on t.his measure is a v~te to 
change the name of county" tax appeals board~" 
to "assessment appeals boards" and to authorize 
the board of supervisors of each county; regard-
less of population, to create such a board. 
A "No" vote is a yote to retain the pr~sent 
name" tax appeals boards" and continue to permit 
creation of such a board only in a county whieh 
has a population in excess of 400,000 when specifi-
cally authorized by the Legislature. 
For further details see below. 
Detailed Ana.lysis by the Legislative Counsel 
Under existing provisions of Section 9 of Ar-
ticle XIII of the Constitution, the board of 
supervisors of each county is required to sit as 
a county board of eqnalization to equalize the 
valuation of taxable property in its county for 
purposes of taxation. However, as an alternative 
to this procedure; Section 9.5 of Article XIII now 
provides that the board of supervisors of any 
county having a population in excess of 400,000 
may, when so authorized by law, adopt an ordi-
nance creating tax appeals boards for t.he county. 
When created, such a tax appeals board performs 
the functions which would otherwise be performed 
" respect to the equalization of property hy 
C9unty board of supervisors sitting as a county 
board of equalization. 
This measure, if adopted by the voters, would 
amend Section 9.5 to change the name "tax ap-
peals boards" to "assessment appeals boards" 
and to permit the board of supervisors of each 
county, regardless of the county's population and 
without legislative authorization, to adopt 'an ordi-
nance creating an assessment appeals board to 
cap-y out the equalization functions for the (jounty. 
The Legislatme would retain authority to prov),le 
by law for the number of assessment app~als 
boards, in excess of one, which may be ereatf"tl 
within any county and for the composition amI 
discontinuance of such boards. 
Argument in Fa.vor of Proposition No. 12 
Is the job of equalizing property assessmellt~ be-
coming too time consuming and too complex to bt' 
done by county boards of supervisors f In. many 
cOl1l1ties the answer is "yes", 
Under our present laws every property owner 
who wishes to protest the assessment on his prop-· 
erty .has a right to a hearing before the bl,lal'll of 
supervisors in their capacity as a local hoard of 
equalization. This right to protest propert.y assp,-';-
ments is a vital part of our local property tax 
system and must not be abridged. In practi('e, how-
ewr, the total volume of protests which a board of 
~llpervisors must handle 'oftentimes dilutes the ef-
feeth'eness of an individual property owner'8 pro-
test. In order to hear all protests, for example, a 
loeal board of supervisors is sometimes foreed to 
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VETERANS' TAX EXEMPTION FOR BLIND VETERANS. Legislative 
YES Constitutional Amendment. Allthol'i7.~s tax ~x~ll1ption on hotn~ of 
9 
"etnall who h~' reason of a ]wrmanl'nt and total 'NTi~~-('on'wd(-d 
-di,ahilit~- is hlill(\. Limits ~neh ~xrlllption to *:;'000. Ex('mption shaH 
apply to 1%;}-1966 O"'II! ~·par. NO 
(This amC"nflmrnt proposen b~' Ass~mbI~' Con· 
stitutional AlIIt'nnnH'nt Xo. 41. 196;) Regular Ses· 
aion, <loes no! <'xpussly anwnd any ~xisting sp,,· 
tion of th .. Constitution, hut adds a ne\\' seetion 
thPrt'to; therefore, the -proyisions thereG! are 
printed in BLACK.FACED TYPE to inllie-ate 
tbey are NEW.) 
PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO 
ARTICLE XIII 
Sec. ilb. The 't-egl:slature may exempt from 
taxation, in whole or i~ part, the property, consti. 
tuting a home, of every resident of this state who, 
by reason of his military dr naval service, is quali. 
fled for the exemption provided in subdivision (a) 
of Section 1i of this article, without regard to any 
limitation contained therein on the value of prop· 
erty owned by such person or his spouse, and 
who, by reason of a permanent and total service· 
connected disability incurred in such military 
or naval seryice is blind in both eyes with visual 
acuity of 5/200 or less; except that such exemp-
tion shall not extend to more than one home nor 
exceed five thousand dollars ($5,000) for any per-
son or for any person and his spouse. This exemp-
tion shall be in lieu of the exemption provided in 
subdivision (a) of Section 1i of this article. 
Where such blind person sells or otherwise dis-
poses of such property and thereafter acquires, 
with or without the assistance of the government 
of ·the United States, any other property which 
such totally disabled person occupies habitually 
as a home, the exemption allowed pursuant to the 
first paragraph of this section shall be allowed to 
such other property. 
This section shall apply to such property for 
the 1965-1966 fiscal year in the manner provided 
byhw. 
LOANS OF PUBLIC FUNDS. Legislative Constitutional Amendment. AlI· 
~-thori7.e~ Lel!i~lature to proyid~ by general law for th~ 10allill~ of pnh. 10 lie funds without interest, Or the payment of interest on loans ma,l" b~' others, to finance the repair, restoration, or replaeement of pri"att' propt'rt.y damal!Nl in area declared b~' Goyernor to be h It statl.' of disaster. 
~ (This a1l1t'ndmellt proposed by Senatl.' COJ1Stitu'j Legislature, by general law, to authorize or pro_ 
tional Amt'lldnwllt Xo. 8. 1%5 Rpgular Session. vide for the loaning of any public funds. Without. 
does 1I0t expressl~' amend allY existing section of interest, or to authorize or provide for the pay-
,Iw Constitution. hut !l~lds a lie,,' section therpto; ment of interest or a portion of the interest on 
therefort', thl.' pnh-,"itl,tls'-tfi,>r('of are printed in loans extended by others. to finance the repair, 
BLACK·FACED TYPt' to iudicate that t1wy art' restoration, or replacement of private property 
NEW.) damaged or destroyed in any area or region which 
, PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO the Governor has declared to be in a state of dis-
ARTICLE IV aster as a result of the condition which caused 
Std. No provision of this Constitution shall be the Governor to declare such area or region to 
construed as a limitation upon the power of the be in a state of disaster. 
BOXING AND WRESTI.ING CONTESTS. Amendment of Initiative. Sub. 
11 mitted by Legislature. l'royid", Lpl!i,]atul'e ma~' amend, re"ist'. or snppi<.'nwnt boxill~ ant! \\'nstlin:? initiatiw lit! of XOYell1ber 4, 1924. 
YES 
NO 
(This law pl'opo'~n b~· A~st'mbl~· Bill ::\0. Hi" PROPOSED LAW 
1'lG~ First Extra~rdi~I\~':-: ~ssion, IIm;nd, th('1 SE(·. 30. Rediol! . 18(;()8 is added to tl,p BI1~i­
boxlIIg and \\'restimg 1tltttatn-p aet of ::-':oyember n,,~s IItHI 1'rof('"ioll<; Co(le, to read: 
4, 1!'~4. b)' ~dding. Sf'dion 18608 to th" Bu~i~ess 18608. The Legislature may amend, revise, or 
and PrOf(·~slO'.'S CG~P; therefore th" prOY]SIOIIS supplement any part of that certain initiative act. 
!"p~pof ar~ pnnted III BLACK.FACED TYPE to relating to boxing and wrestling, approved by 
mdicate that tht'y art' NEW.) the electors on November 4. 1924, as embodied 
in Chapter 2 (commencing with Section 18600) ot 
DiviSion 8 of the BllsiBeIl9 and Professions Code. 
